Dear Henry (and Sissi), ^ V 18/83 

Sorry it has taken 30 long for idl to find tine to copy what I've read of your 
revised Oswald-Agent chapter. She is doing it now. A3 we agsteed earlier, I am here- 
with re uming the earlier version, sent in April, of which I an not making a coiry. 

When I finish reading the rest of the revision Pll keep a copy to be able to din- 
cuss it with you and/or Sissi and then I'£l send the xeroses to you. 

I’ve suspended reading it when sailing because I an reading something that is 
more pressing. Jean Davison’s Q.sw-ld's Games . I an fascxnated at her games , find I 
hope others detect the^. 

If you have anytJiing cn her background or the book and its promos I'm interested. 

As I'm sure you’d expect, I am not reluctant to be straightforward about this. 

It is well done, for the most part will not be reviewed either critically or 
unfavorably, but if site ever meets up with a real subject expert who is a good 
critical rdader I doubt her reputation will survive it. She i3 cleverly and regularly 
dishonest and in ways tliat cannot be accidental. And as I’ve been warning you, her 
initial prejudices, preconcpetions and purposes are entirely unhidden.She also uses 
her sources selectively, to say what she wants to say, wheriier or not it xs true , and 
then omits what she does not want to say find does not want to be believed, from the 
same sources. Her notes are propaganda, often false and most of what she says is 
not annotated and cannot be responsibly if at all* To give you an idea of the extreme 
to which she carries this — and I ask you not to tell her (and it is but one example)— 
she actually gives as her source for saying that 2?errie was a leader in the CAP Cadets 
when Oswald was a member as the Warren Comiaission/Heport. Which not only says no 
such thing — it makes no mention of I’errie at all. 

Her bibliography is selective. And she depends on undependable sources to her 
liking and uncritically, like Newman. She could: not have avoided ray works in any^ 
research yet she makes no reference to any of it and, including Epstein, I've written 
more about Oswald than anyone. She makes no meaningful citation to any Archives 
recor is, which suggests that she is really citing u--es of them, and none to any of 
the perhaps 500,000 once-secret /pages of records disclosed as a result of FOIA* 

Hone, ito any executive session, and several are pertinent, if uncongenial to her. 

Some of the areas of her more serious dishonesties nay appeal to you, so I urge 
care and independent thought if and when you read ito Because you want to say much the 
same thing for one reason. And like her- and please understand I intend being helpful 
in this -"do not and cannot hide your own preconceptions and biases. 

I've not gotten far in it. I read the notes first, and t.nat toxd me much, and - m 
up to where 3 he rushes through his career xu the Marines a la Epstein ;ind sne now 
has him at Santa Ana. 

She has found time for extensive shrinkery research, even into the Rosenberg 
case, but not for the available records or serious critical works, like Hoffman's 
and mine. And manages to smear all critics at any contrived opportunity, usually by 
Equating with Lane, her political bxases or untruth. 

My own experiences with her publisher nay interest you atsseno tine. It wanted 
me to charge the goverraaent with conspiracy and tliat is what persuaded me to uo the 
book myself. They are now publishing a sycophantic book which says there was no 
conspiracy yet in at least tiro natters conjectures who the conspirators were. Those 
who drove him out of Hew Orleans in a private car and the two who were with him (in 
her version) at Odio's. (They don’t have a Sissi!) 


Best to you both. 



